>7 V * ^ 


Dear *hr. FltagLoban. 

Iwuit night JJLr. Loaar told na that I have a typographical error in ay latter of 
the 15th to you relating to uoetracts. 

I've chocked thin and it is touch sore e rioun: it ia a factual orror tiiat 2 

c.anot explain. I'm sorry. 

I node a few hn; ty notes when X was reading the decision and the page X noted 
is 3 6. 

I can only suppose that an X read that 3 .-stoned 1 was interrupted and drew the 
’‘'wrong and unjustified lKpxen&fio from it when I msumed. without rereading the ' 
sentence. 

What X told you about ¥31 abetrixte, however. is correct and they are quite 
valuable. I do not know that the &A abstracted its records. 

What the Kdl did with ns. and X do not know of anyone else getting any 
aba tracts, is to compare them with the abstracted r oom and to M-sr-rHy the 

^identical claim to withhold. They would not (hire proosas the abstr ots tter— 

aelves because that would disclose improper withholdings in the underlying records. 

• If you should ask for the FUX's abstracts. I augiest that you request both 
sets, (too la lr< s- -ial order, the other in chronological order. 
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Best wishes. 
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